Mr.   Stevens confirmed that he issued citation No.   888862   (exhibit G-2)
after observing that a piece of rubber conveyor tail roller   guarding had been
turned up,   thereby exposing the roller.     The rubber guard had been fastened
to the structure with one bolt and Mr.  Hess merely turned it down,   thereby
guarding the roller.    Mr.   Stevens conceded that he advised Mr.   Hess  that
he would accept the rubber guarding as abatement of  the  citation at  that   time,
but he also  indicated that he advised Mr.   Hess  that a metal guard
was needed to replace the rubber one and  that  it  could be constructed at  a
later  time,

Mr.   Stevens stated that at the time he observed  the second guarding
condition no one was in the area,   and  the area is not one where miners
have  to  travel through to get to their work stations.     In addition,  normal
operating procedure calls for the belts to be shut down when they are
cleaned,  and in these circumstances he believed the likelihood of any
injury resulting from the violation to be remote.     He also believed that
the operator should have been aware of the guarding condition  through
the preshift inspection process which is required   (Tr.   24-27).

Mr.   Stevens confirmed that he issued citation No.   888862   (exhibit G-3)
after discovering the presence of float coal dust along the No.   7 belt
conveyor for a distance of some 20 feet.     He discussed  the condition
with Mr.   Hess,   and while Mr.   Stevens did not believe  that  float  coal
^ust per se was hazardous,  he believed it would be if it were placed in
suspension and ignited by a spark.     This  could result in a possible fire
or explosion.    However,   since nearby electrical cables were properly
insulated,  and he detected no stuck belt  rollers,  he believed  that  the
possibility of an accident or an "occurrence"-to be remote.

Mr.'   Stevens stated that he advised Mr.  Hess  that  a citation would
be issued for the float coal dust condition,  and that he also advised
him that the area cited should be rock-dusted.     Since no  rock dust was
readily available and needed to be brought in to  the  area, he fixed  the
abatement  time for the next day,  October 29th.     He  terminated the
citation on that day at 9:00 a.m.  when he confirmed  that   the area had
been rock-dusted,  and he believed that the operator exhibited very good
faith compliance in correcting the conditions within the time fixed for
abatement.     He also believed that  the operator should have been aware
of  the presence of the cited float  coal dust through a preshift  examination
(Tr.   27-31).

Mr.  Stevens confirmed that he issued citation No.   888864   (exhibit G-4)
after observing an accumulation of loose coal and coal dust  3  to  18  inches
deep along the sides and under the conveyor belt  in the  3rd left  section
in an area where a roof fall had occurred.     The remaining  roof had been
timbered and supported and the conveyor belt was installed to  run over
the fall and under the newly supported roof.     The accumulations extended
for a distance of approximately 100 feet.
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